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- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .1 36 (a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed after SIX (6) MONTHS from the 
mailing date of this communication. 

- rf the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 
• Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 

- Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 ) jxl Responsive to communication(s) filed on Oct 29, 2003 



2a) |xl This action is FINAL. 2b) □ This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11; 453 O.G. 213. 
Disposition of Claims fi 

4) 8 Claim(s) 33, 35-50, 52-55, and 57-73 



4a) Of the above, claim (s) 
5)D Claim(s) 
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7) D Claim(s) 

8) D Claims 



is/are pending in the application, 
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is/are rejected. 

is/are objected to. 



are subject to restriction and/or election requirement 



Application Papers 

9)D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 



10)D The drawing(s) filed on 



is/are a) □ accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 



Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 

1 1 )□ The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)D approved b)D disapproved by the Examiner. 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 
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3. □ Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
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Art Unit: 2643 

DETAILED ACTION 
Double Patenting 

1 . The nonstatutory double patenting rejection is based on a judicially created 
doctrine grounded in public policy (a policy reflected in the statute) so as to prevent the 
unjustified or improper timewise extension of the "right to exclude" granted by a patent and to 
prevent possible harassment by multiple assignees. See In re Goodman, 1 1 F.3d 1046, 29 
USPQ2d 2010 (Fed. Cir. 1993); In reLongU 759 F.2d 887, 225 USPQ 645 (Fed. Cir. 1985); In re 
Van Ornum, 686 F.2d 937, 214 USPQ 761 (CCPA 1982); In re Vogel, 422 F.2d 438, 164 USPQ 
619 (CCPA 1970);and, In re Thorington, 418 F.2d 528, 163 USPQ 644 (CCPA 1969). 

A timely filed terminal disclaimer in compliance with 37 CFR 1.321© may be used to 
overcome an actual or provisional rejection based on a nonstatutory double patenting ground 
provided the conflicting application or patent is shown to be commonly owned with this 
application. See 37 CFR 1.130(b). 

Effective January 1, 1994, a registered attorney or agent of record may sign a terminal 
disclaimer. A terminal disclaimer signed by the assignee must fully comply with 37 CFR 
3.73(b). 

2. Claims 33, 35-50, 52-55 and 57-73 are rejected under the judicially created doctrine of 
obviousness-type double patenting as being unpatentable over claims 1-37 of U.S. Patent No. 
6233327 in view of Karimullah (US Pat# 5,343,493). 



Application/Control Number: 09/756,386 Page 3 

Art Unit: 2643 

The claims teaches all the claimed subject matter except that the independent claims fail 
to teach transmitting a destination telephone number or destination number for contact with a 
central station as part of the signal from the transmitter, which in the Patent corresponds to 
claims 3. 19 and so forth. K arimullah teaches a low power transmitter wherein the transmitter 
can transmit a signal made up of codeword wherein the codeword would include a destination 
identifier in (see col. 4 lines 42-65 and col. 8 lines 1-33) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to be able to incorporate the teaching of Karimullah into that of the pending 
independent claims thus making it possible to contact a unique service provider based on a 
transmitted telephone number in times of distress and so forth. 

Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth 
in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made 
to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 33, 36-41, 46-50, 53-55 and 58-73 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
obvious over Petite et al. (US Pat# 5,714,931) in view of Karimullah (US Pat# 5,343,493). 

Regarding claims 33 and 55, Petite teaches a system for communicating information to a 
predetermined location, the system comprising a hand held transmitter configured to transmit a 



Application/Control Number: 09/756,386 
Art Unit: 2643 



Page 4 



wireless signal indicative of an information in (see col. 2 lines 7-9, col. 3 lines 25-38) in vicinity 
of a transceiver, a central location configured to receive the information and communicate over 
the telephone line in the PSTN reads on a remote station configured according to Petite to receive 
distress information via a transceiver remote to the low powered transmitted which in turns sends 
the information over a telephone line which inherently would have a line interface associated 
with a PSTN in (see col. 2 lines 17-34) and the transceiver according to Petite in (see col. 2) has 
decoding means, transmits and adds other detailed information to the received information from 
the lower power transmitter thus making it inherent that that transceiver has a processor. Petite 
teaches all the claimed limitation as set forth above except the signal transmitted from the low 
powered transmitter. 

Karimullah teaches a personal assistance system and method for use with a cellular 
communication system wherein a low power transmitter (20) can transmit a codeword which 
includes a telephone number of a service request provider in (see col. 4 lines 42-65 and col. 8 
lines 1-33, col. 9 lines 34-40). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Karimullah into that of Petite thus making it 
possible to contact a service provider to request assistance such as the police when assaulted for 
immediate assistance. 
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Regarding claims 36, 58 and 69, The combination teaches a hand-held transmitter which 
transmits a relatively low power radio frequency signal in (see Karimullah or Petite) in reference 
to the transmitter. 

Regarding claims 36-40 and 61-65, see the explanation as set forth regarding claims 1 in 
regard to being able to receive a unique transmission destination address as taught by 
Karimullah, location (see col. 1 lines 56-67, col. 3 line 66-col. 4 line 4 of Petite or col. 4 lines 50- 
64, col. 7 line 64-col. 8, col. 9 of Karimullah and so forth ). Also, factors including a transmitter 
identifier is taught by the combination. 

Regarding claim 41, The combination teaches a central location with personnel to 
respond to a received distressed signal in (See Petite or Karimullah). 

Regarding claims 46 and 72, see the explanation as set forth in the rejection of claim 33 
because the claimed apparatus would perform the method claims. 

Regarding claims 47-50 and 53-54, see the explanation as set forth regarding claims 36- 

40. 

Regarding claims 59-60 and 70-71, The examiner takes official notice that transmitters 
which uses infrared or ultrasound signals are notoriously well known and would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to use any commercially available and functionally 
equivalent transmitters for the obvious reason of being able to send information signals to a 
transceiver for applications such as personal assistance. 
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Regarding claim 66, see the explanation as set forth regarding claim 33 in addition to the 
fact that the transceiver remote to the low power transmitter would include a receiver to receive 
and a transmitter interface to a telephone line for receiving information from the receiver portion 
and another portion to direct information over a telephone line, these feature would be inherent in 
Petite. 

Regarding claims 67-68, The combination teaches a transceiver made of a circuit with 
programmable information and has a look-up table in (see col. 5 of Pettite). 

Regarding claim 73, see the explanation as set forth in the rejection of claim 33 in 
addition to the fact that the transceiver taught by Pettite teaches the claimed subject matter in (see 
cols. 4-6 of Petite). 

5. Claims 35, 42-45 and 52-57 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being obvious over 
Petite et al. (US Pat# 5,714,931) in view of Karimullah (US Pat# 5,343,493) and further in view 
of Burnett (US Pat# 6,067,030). 

Regarding claim 35, 42-43, 52 and 57, The combination fails to teach being able to 
contact a destination station using an address including an IP address transmitted by a 
communication device. 

It's notoriously well known to use communication device such as telephones to 
communicate with destination parties over the internet using a unique IP address known as 
internet telephony. 



Application/Control Number: 09/756,386 



Page 7 



Art Unit: 2643 



The examiner thus has supplemented the combination with a secondary reference which 
teaches being able to contact a destination station by communicate information over the internet 
thus requiring an IP address to send information including including fields associated with alarms 
and so forth (see col. 3 lines 54-67, col. 7) for display.. 

Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Burnett into that of the combination thus 
making it possible for a user to communicate over any commercially available network including 
wireless, wireline, intranet, internet using the destination address associated with such networks 
for the obvious reasons of being able to send a distress signal or a service request signal to a 
remote service provider for immediate assistance 

Regarding claims 44-45, the examiner takes official notice that it's well to use error 
detection or correction fields, start/stop fields in addition to other information indicators by 
including them as bit fields in a transmitted data message for transmission over a packet 
switching network and would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill to include such 
knowledge for the obvious reason of being able to transmitted a packet information over the the 
internet to be received by a destination site. 

6. Claims 33, 36-41, 46-50, 53-55, 58-66 and 69-73 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Argyroudis et al. (US Pat# 5,748,104) in view of Karimullah (US Pat# 
5,343,493) or Turino (US Pat# 5,994,892) or Brown, Jr. et al. (US Pat# 5,761,083). 
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Regarding claim 33, Argyroudis teaches a system for communicating information to a 
predetermined location comprising an extremely low power transmitter configured to wirelessly 
transmit an extremely lower-power signal (column 5 lines 25-32), a transceiver located remote 
from but in close proximity to the transmitter, the transceiver comprising a line interface circuit 
configured to interface with a telephone line which is part of the PSTN, an inherent processor 
configured to receive the signal and communicate the signal information to a central location in 
(see fig. 1, col. 3 lines 12-14, lines 43-50, col. 5). Furthermore, the transceiver according to (see 
col 5 line 63-col. 6 line 2) would be capable of displaying information. Argyroudis teaches all 
the claimed limitation except being able to receive as part of the wireless information 
transmitted, a destination location identifier such as a destination telephone number. 

Karimullah teaches a personal assistance system and method for use with a cellular 
communication system wherein a low power transmitter (20) can transmit a codeword which 
includes a telephone number of a service request provider in (see col. 4 lines 42-65 and col. 8 
lines 1-33, col. 9 lines 34-40). Furthermore, based on the destination number, a service provider 
can be contacted accordingly. 

Turino teaches a utility communication system wherein a utility means can transmit 
information including a telephone number to initiate a call to a central monitoring station in (see 
col. 2 lines 56, col. 8 lines 16-23, and col. 24). 
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Brown teaches an energy management and home automation system in (see figs, col. 4, 
col. 6 lines 54-67) wherein sensors can transmit signals including a telephone number over a 
telephone line. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate the teaching of either (Karimullah or Turino or Brown) into 
that of Argyroudis thus making it possible to contact a service provider for a service request or to 
inform the service provider about pertinent information by using the destination identifier 
including a telephone number. 

Regarding claim 36, The combination including Argyroudis teaches a low power 
communication system. 

Regarding claims 37-41, see the explanation as set forth regarding claim 33. The 
combination including Karimullah teaches a codeword including a location information, 
destination tele#, transceiver identification code and so forth in (see col. 4, col. 7 line 64-col. 8). 

Regarding claim 46, see the explanation as set forth regarding claim 33 because the 
claimed apparatus would perform the method steps. 

Regarding claims 47-50 and 53-54, see the explanation as set forth regarding claims 37- 

41. 

Regarding claim 55, see the explanation as set forth regarding claim 33 because the 
means for transmitting simply reads on a transmitter as taught by Argyroudis, a transceiver is 



A 
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taught which includes a receiver and a transmitter connected to a telephone interface for final 
transmission to a monitoring station. 

Regarding claims 58 and 61-65, see the explanation as set forth regarding claim 33. The 
combination including Karimullah teaches a codeword including a location information, 
destination tele#, transceiver identification code and so forth in (see col. 4, col. 7 line 64-col. 8). 

Regarding claim 66, see the explanation as set forth in the rejection of claim 33 in 
addition to the fact that the home base unit (HBU, 122 of Argyroudis) would include an inherent 
controller to function with the transceiver associated with the home base unit. Furthermore, 
according to (see col. 5 of Argyroudis), HBU could have display functions wherein information 
can be displayed. 

Regarding claim 69, The combination teaches a low power signal in (see Argyroudis). 

Regarding claims 59-60 and 70-71, The examiner takes official notice that transmitters 
which uses infrared or ultrasound signals are notoriously well known and would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to use any commercially available and functionally 
equivalent transmitters for the obvious reason of being able to send information signals to a 
transceiver for applications such as personal assistance. 

Regarding claim 72, see the explanation as set forth regarding claim 33 because the 
claimed apparatus would perform the method steps. 

Regarding claim 73, see the explanation as set forth in the rejection of the claimed subject 
of claim 33. Furthermore, Argyroudis teaches a transceiver which would have means for 
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receiving and a means for transmitting by definition of a transceiver and an inherent controller 
for controlling the Home base unit (122 of Argyroudis) based on its ability to display information 
and so forth. 

7. Claims 35, 42-45 and 52-57 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Argyroudis et al. (US Pat# 5,748,104) in view of Karimullah (US Pat# 5,343,493) or Turino 
(US Pat# 5,994,892) or Brown, Jr. et al. (US Pat# 5,761,083) and further in view of Burnett (US 
Pat# 6,067,030). 

Regarding claims 35, 42-45 and 52-57, The combination fails to teach being able to 
contact a destination station using an address including an IP address transmitted by a 
communication device. 

It's notoriously well known to use communication device such as telephones to 
communicate with destination parties over the internet using a unique IP address known as 
internet telephony. 

The examiner thus has supplemented the combination with a secondary reference which 
teaches being able to contact a destination station by communicate information over the internet 
thus requiring an IP address to send information including including fields associated with alarms 
and so forth (see col. 3 lines 54-67, col. 7) for display.. 

Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Burnett into that of the combination thus 
making it possible for a user to communicate over any commercially available network including 
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wireless, wireline, intranet, internet using the destination address associated with such networks 
for the obvious reasons of being able to send a distress signal or a service request signal to a 
remote service provider for immediate assistance. 

Regarding claims 44-45, the examiner takes official notice that it's well to use error 
detection or correction fields, start/stop fields in addition to other information indicators by 
including them as bit fields in a transmitted data message for transmission over a packet 
switching network and would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill to include such 
knowledge for the obvious reason of being able to transmitted a packet information over the the 
internet to be received by a destination site. 

Response to Arguments 
8. Applicant's arguments filed on 09/756,386 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. . 

The applicant argued that the double patenting rejection is improper and lacks a 
motivation. 

The examiner disagrees because the explanation as set forth in the rejection of the 
claimed subject matter is believed proper and permissible. Furthermore, the claims are obvious in 
light of US Pat# 6,233,327) in view of Karimullah or for that matter solely over Petite (US Pat# 
6,233,327) because a destination identifier would be required inorder to contact a destination 
station or terminal since a phone call is initiated according to independent claim 1 of Petite for 
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instance. Furthermore, in light of Karimullah, a service codeword as part of a transmitted is 
uniquely associated with a telephone number of a party to be contacted. 

The applicant argued basically the combination as set forth in the rejection of the claimed 
subject fails to teach an electromagnetic signal including an encoded message, a telephone 
number as part of a signal to be transmitted and the fact that the transmitted signal is to be a low 
power signal. 

The examiner disagrees with the applicant because the explanation as set forth in the 
rejection of the claimed subject matter was based on a combination of reference namely; Petite 
and Karimullah. In detail, Petite teaches all the claimed limitation including being able to 
transmit an electromagnetic signal, a transceiver identifier, a user identification code, an open 
architecture system and being able to dial a telephone number in conjunction with an activated 
button in order to contact a destination station and so forth in (see col. 4 lines 63-63, col. 5 lines 
46-67). The examiner supplemented the teaching of petite with that of Karimullah which teaches 
the possibility of using a low powered signal as means of indicating distress information or 
information transmitted by a user to a central monitoring station. Furthermore, according to 
Karimullah, a service codeword unique and associated with a destination number can be 
transmitted as means of determining a destination station to which information including distress 
information is to be sent. Thus, Karimullah teaches teaches a telephone number identification 
code (service codeword) as part of encoded information along with other information in (see col. 
8 of Karimullah). As acknowledge by the applicant, an activated service request button could 
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correspond to a telephone number such as 91 1. Both references cited are directed to a method of 
being able to transmit distress information or request help from a monitoring station. Thus, the 
explanation as set forth in the rejection of the claimed subject is believed proper and permissible. 

In response to applicant's argument that the examiner's conclusion of obviousness is 
based upon improper hindsight reasoning, it must be recognized that any judgment on 
obviousness is in a sense necessarily a reconstruction based upon hindsight reasoning. But so 
long as it takes into account only knowledge which was within the level of ordinary skill at the 
time the claimed invention was made, and does not include knowledge gleaned only from the 
applicant's disclosure, such a reconstruction is proper. See In re McLaughlin, 443 F.2d 1392, 
170 USPQ 209 (CCPA1971). 

In response to applicant's argument that there is no suggestion to combine the references, 
the examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be established by combining or modifying the 
teachings of the prior art to produce the claimed invention where there is some teaching, 
suggestion, or motivation to do so found either in the references themselves or in the knowledge 
generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 USPQ2d 
1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988)and//z re Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992). In this 
case, both references cited are directed to a method of being able to transmit distress information 
or request help from a monitoring station by using a portable transmitter. 

The applicant argued that the combination including Argyroudis and Karimullah fails to 
teach the claimed subject matter. 
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Th examiner disagrees because it would be obvious in light of Argyroudis that a 
telephone number (destination identifier) would be needed inorder to specifically or uniquely 
contact a destination party over a telephone network in (see fig. 1). According to Argyroudis, 
fault status information can be transmitted to the central monitoring station. Karimullah teaches 
transmitting information including a destination identifier code used in establishing 
communication with a destination station. Thus, the combination is believed proper and 
permissible. 

Response to Arguments 

9. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 33, 35-50, 52-55 and 57-73 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

10. Applicant's arguments filed on 05/23/2003 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. . 

The applicant argued that the combination as set forth in the rejection of the claimed 
subject matter namely; Argyroudis and Karimullah fails to render the claimed subject matter. 

The examiner strongly disagrees because Argyroudis teaches all except being able to 
receive a telephone number which according to Karimullah can be transmitted as part of a 
codeword thus the examiner believes the explanation as set forth is proper and permissible for 
the reasons set forth in the rejection. 
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Conclusion 

1 1 .6. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of 

time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 
1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, 
will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this 
final action. 

12. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communication from the examiner 
should be directed to REXFORD BARNIE whose telephone number is (703) 306-2744. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday from 8:30 to 6:OOp:m. If attempts 
to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Curtis Kuntz, can 
be reached on (703) 305-4708. 

Any response to this action should be mailed to: 
Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washington, D.C 20231 
or faxed to (703) 872-9314 and labeled accordingly (Please label 
"PROPOSED/INFORMAL" or "FORMAL" ). 

Hand-delivered responses should be brought to Crystal Park II, 2121 Crystal Drive, Arlington, 
VA., Sixth Floor (Receptionist). 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding should 
be directed to the group receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 306-0377. 

Rexford Barnie 
Patent Examiner 
RB 12/22/03 
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DETAILED ACTION 



Double Patenting 



The nonstatutory double patenting rejection is based on a judicially created 



doctrine grounded in public policy (a policy reflected in the statute) so as to prevent the 
unjustified or improper timewise extension of the "right to exclude" granted by a patent and to 
prevent possible harassment by multiple assignees. See In re Goodman, 1 1 F.3d 1046, 29 
USPQ2d 2010 (Fed. Cir. 1993); In re LongU 759 F.2d 887, 225 USPQ 645 (Fed. Cir. 1985); In re 
Van Ornum, 686 F.2d 937, 214 USPQ 761 (CCPA 1982); In re Vogel, All F.2d 438, 164 USPQ 
619 (CCPA 1970);and, In re Thorington, 418 F.2d 528, 163 USPQ 644 (CCPA 1969). 

A timely filed terminal disclaimer in compliance with 37 CFR 1.321© may be used to 
overcome an actual or provisional rejection based on a nonstatutory double patenting ground 
provided the conflicting application or patent is shown to be commonly owned with this 
application. See 37 CFR 1.130(b). 

Effective January 1, 1994, a registered attorney or agent of record may sign a terminal 
disclaimer. A terminal disclaimer signed by the assignee must fully comply with 37 CFR 



2. Claims 33, 35-50, 52-55 and 57-73 are rejected under the judicially created doctrine of 
obviousness-type double patenting as being unpatentable over claims 1-37 of U.S. Patent No. 
6233327 in view of Karimullah (US Pat# 5,343,493). 



3.73(b). 
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The claims teaches all the claimed subject matter except that the independent claims fail 
to teach transmitting a destination telephone number or destination number for contact with a 
central station as part of the signal from the transmitter, which in the Patent corresponds to 
claims 3, 19 and so forth. Karimullah teaches a low power transmitter wherein the transmitter 
can transmit a signal made up of codeword wherein the codeword would include a destination 
identifier in (see col. 4 lines 42-65 and col. 8 lines 1-33) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to be able to incorporate the teaching of Karimullah into that of the pending 
independent claims thus making it possible to contact a unique service provider based on a 
transmitted telephone number in times of distress and so forth. 

Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C. § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth 
in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made 
to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 33, 36-41 , 46-50, 53-55 and 58-73 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
obvious over Petite et al. (US Pat# 5,714,931) in view of Karimullah (US Pat# 5,343,493). 

Regarding claims 33 and 55, Petite teaches a system for communicating information to a 
predetermined location, the system comprising a hand held transmitter configured to transmit a 
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wireless signal indicative of an information in (see col. 2 lines 7-9, col. 3 lines 25-38) in vicinity 
of a transceiver, a central location configured to receive the information and communicate over 
the telephone line in the PSTN reads on a remote station configured according to Petite to receive 
distress information via a transceiver remote to the low powered transmitted which in turns sends 
the information over a telephone line which inherently would have a line interface associated 
with a PSTN in (see col. 2 lines 17-34) and the transceiver according to Petite in (see col. 2) has 
decoding means, transmits and adds other detailed information to the received information from 
the lower power transmitter thus making it inherent that that transceiver has a processor. Petite 
teaches all the claimed limitation as set forth above except the signal transmitted from the low 
powered transmitter. 

Karimullah teaches a personal assistance system and method for use with a cellular 
communication system wherein a low power transmitter (20) can transmit a codeword which 
includes a telephone number of a service request provider in (see col. 4 lines 42-65 and col. 8 
lines 1-33, col. 9 lines 34-40). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Karimullah into that of Petite thus making it 
possible to contact a service provider to request assistance such as the police when assaulted for 
immediate assistance. 
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Regarding claims 36, 58 and 69, The combination teaches a hand-held transmitter which 
transmits a relatively low power radio frequency signal in (see Karimullah or Petite) in reference 
to the transmitter. 

Regarding claims 36-40 and 61-65, see the explanation as set forth regarding claims 1 in 
regard to being able to receive a unique transmission destination address as taught by 
Karimullah, location (see col. 1 lines 56-67, col. 3 line 66-col. 4 line 4 of Petite or col. 4 lines 50- 
64, col. 7 line 64-col. 8, col. 9 of Karimullah and so forth ). Also, factors including a transmitter 
identifier is taught by the combination. 

Regarding claim 41, The combination teaches a central location with personnel to 
respond to a received distressed signal in (See Petite or Karimullah). 

Regarding claims 46 and 72, see the explanation as set forth in the rejection of claim 33 
because the claimed apparatus would perform the method claims. 

Regarding claims 47-50 and 53-54, see the explanation as set forth regarding claims 36- 

40. 

Regarding claims 59-60 and 70-71, The examiner takes official notice that transmitters 
which uses infrared or ultrasound signals are notoriously well known and would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to use any commercially available and functionally 
equivalent transmitters for the obvious reason of being able to send information signals to a 
transceiver for applications such as personal assistance. 
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Regarding claim 66, see the explanation as set forth regarding claim 33 in addition to the 
fact that the transceiver remote to the low power transmitter would include a receiver to receive 
and a transmitter interface to a telephone line for receiving information from the receiver portion 
and another portion to direct information over a telephone line, these feature would be inherent in 
Petite. 

Regarding claims 67-68, The combination teaches a transceiver made of a circuit with 
programmable information and has a look-up table in (see col 5 of Pettite). 

Regarding claim 73, see the explanation as set forth in the rejection of claim 33 in 
addition to the fact that the transceiver taught by Pettite teaches the claimed subject matter in (see 
cols. 4-6 of Petite). 

5. Claims 35, 42-45 and 52-57 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being obvious over 
Petite et al. (US Pat# 5,714,931) in view of Karimullah (US Pat# 5,343,493) and further in view 
of Burnett (US Pat# 6,067,030). 

Regarding claim 35, 42-43, 52 and 57, The combination fails to teach being able to 
contact a destination station using an address including an IP address transmitted by a 
communication device. 

It's notoriously well known to use communication device such as telephones to 
communicate with destination parties over the internet using a unique IP address known as 
internet telephony. 
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The examiner thus has supplemented the combination with a secondary reference which 
teaches being able to contact a destination station by communicate information over the internet 
thus requiring an IP address to send information including including fields associated with alarms 
and so forth (see col. 3 lines 54-67, col. 7) for display.. 

Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Burnett into that of the combination thus 
making it possible for a user to communicate over any commercially available network including 
wireless, wireline, intranet, internet using the destination address associated with such networks 
for the obvious reasons of being able to send a distress signal or a service request signal to a 
remote service provider for immediate assistance 

Regarding claims 44-45, the examiner takes official notice that it's well to use error 
detection or correction fields, start/stop fields in addition to other information indicators by 
including them as bit fields in a transmitted data message for transmission over a packet 
switching network and would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill to include such 
knowledge for the obvious reason of being able to transmitted a packet information over the the 
internet to be received by a destination site. 

6. Claims 33, 36-41, 46-50, 53-55, 58-66 and 69-73 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Argyroudis et al. (US Pat# 5,748,104) in view of Karimullah (US Pat# 
5,343,493) or Turino (US Pat# 5,994,892) or Brown, Jr. et al. (US Pat# 5,761,083). 
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Regarding claim 33, Argyroudis teaches a system for communicating information to a 
predetermined location comprising an extremely low power transmitter configured to wirelessly 
transmit an extremely lower-power signal (column 5 lines 25-32), a transceiver located remote 
from but in close proximity to the transmitter, the transceiver comprising a line interface circuit 
configured to interface with a telephone line which is part of the PSTN, an inherent processor 
configured to receive the signal and communicate the signal information to a central location in 
(see fig. 1, col. 3 lines 12-14, lines 43-50, col. 5). Furthermore, the transceiver according to (see 
col. 5 line 63 -col. 6 line 2) would be capable of displaying information. Argyroudis teaches all 
the claimed limitation except being able to receive as part of the wireless information 
transmitted, a destination location identifier such as a destination telephone number. 

Karimullah teaches a personal assistance system and method for use with a cellular 
communication system wherein a low power transmitter (20) can transmit a codeword which 
includes a telephone number of a service request provider in (see col. 4 lines 42-65 and col. 8 
lines 1-33, col. 9 lines 34-40). Furthermore, based on the destination number, a service provider 
can be contacted accordingly. 

Turino teaches a utility communication system wherein a utility means can transmit 
information including a telephone number to initiate a call to a central monitoring station in (see 
col. 2 lines 56, col. 8 lines 16-23, and col. 24). 
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Brown teaches an energy management and home automation system in (see figs, col. 4, 
col. 6 lines 54-67) wherein sensors can transmit signals including a telephone number over a 
telephone line. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate the teaching of either (Karimullah or Turino or Brown) into 
that of Argyroudis thus making it possible to contact a service provider for a service request or to 
inform the service provider about pertinent information by using the destination identifier 
including a telephone number. 

Regarding claim 36, The combination including Argyroudis teaches a low power 
communication system. 

Regarding claims 37-41, see the explanation as set forth regarding claim 33. The 
combination including Karimullah teaches a codeword including a location information, 
destination tele#, transceiver identification code and so forth in (see col. 4, col. 7 line 64-col. 8). 

Regarding claim 46, see the explanation as set forth regarding claim 33 because the 
claimed apparatus would perform the method steps. 

Regarding claims 47-50 and 53-54, see the explanation as set forth regarding claims 37- 

41. 

Regarding claim 55, see the explanation as set forth regarding claim 33 because the 
means for transmitting simply reads on a transmitter as taught by Argyroudis, a transceiver is 
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taught which includes a receiver and a transmitter connected to a telephone interface for final 
transmission to a monitoring station. 

Regarding claims 58 and 61-65, see the explanation as set forth regarding claim 33. The 
combination including Karimullah teaches a codeword including a location information, 
destination tele#, transceiver identification code and so forth in (see col. 4, col. 7 line 64-col. 8). 

Regarding claim 66, see the explanation as set forth in the rejection of claim 33 in 
addition to the fact that the home base unit (HBU, 122 of Argyroudis) would include an inherent 
controller to function with the transceiver associated with the home base unit. Furthermore, 
according to (see col. 5 of Argyroudis), HBU could have display functions wherein information 
can be displayed. 

Regarding claim 69, The combination teaches a low power signal in (see Argyroudis). 

Regarding claims 59-60 and 70-71, The examiner takes official notice that transmitters 
which uses infrared or ultrasound signals are notoriously well known and would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to use any commercially available and functionally 
equivalent transmitters for the obvious reason of being able to send information signals to a 
transceiver for applications such as personal assistance. 

Regarding claim 72, see the explanation as set forth regarding claim 33 because the 
claimed apparatus would perform the method steps. 

Regarding claim 73, see the explanation as set forth in the rejection of the claimed subject 
of claim 33. Furthermore, Argyroudis teaches a transceiver which would have means for 
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receiving and a means for transmitting by definition of a transceiver and an inherent controller 
for controlling the Home base unit (122 of Argyroudis) based on its ability to display information 
and so forth. 

7. Claims 35, 42-45 and 52-57 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Argyroudis et al. (US Pat# 5,748,104) in view of Karimullah (US Pat# 5,343,493) or Turino 
(US Pat# 5,994,892) or Brown, Jr. et al. (US Pat# 5,761,083) and further in view of Burnett (US 
Pat# 6,067,030). 

Regarding claims 35, 42-45 and 52-57, The combination fails to teach being able to 
contact a destination station using an address including an IP address transmitted by a 
communication device. 

It's notoriously well known to use communication device such as telephones to 
communicate with destination parties over the internet using a unique IP address known as 
internet telephony. 

The examiner thus has supplemented the combination with a secondary reference which 
teaches being able to contact a destination station by communicate information over the internet 
thus requiring an IP address to send information including including fields associated with alarms 
and so forth (see col. 3 lines 54-67, col. 7) for display.. 

Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Burnett into that of the combination thus 
making it possible for a user to communicate over any commercially available network including 
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wireless, wireline, intranet, internet using the destination address associated with such networks 
for the obvious reasons of being able to send a distress signal or a service request signal to a 
remote service provider for immediate assistance. 

Regarding claims 44-45, the examiner takes official notice that it's well to use error 
detection or correction fields, start/stop fields in addition to other information indicators by 
including them as bit fields in a transmitted data message for transmission over a packet 
switching network and would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill to include such 
knowledge for the obvious reason of being able to transmitted a packet information over the the 
internet to be received by a destination site. 

Response to Arguments 
8. Applicants arguments filed on 09/756,386 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. . 

The applicant argued that the double patenting rejection is improper and lacks a 
motivation. 

The examiner disagrees because the explanation as set forth in the rejection of the 
claimed subject matter is believed proper and permissible. Furthermore, the claims are obvious in 
light of US Pat# 6,233,327) in view of Karimullah or for that matter solely over Petite (US Pat# 
6,233,327) because a destination identifier would be required inorder to contact a destination 
station or terminal since a phone call is initiated according to independent claim 1 of Petite for 
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instance. Furthermore, in light of Karimullah, a service codeword as part of a transmitted is 
uniquely associated with a telephone number of a party to be contacted. 

The applicant argued basically the combination as set forth in the rejection of the claimed 
subject fails to teach an electromagnetic signal including an encoded message, a telephone 
number as part of a signal to be transmitted and the fact that the transmitted signal is to be a low 
power signal. 

The examiner disagrees with the applicant because the explanation as set forth in the 
rejection of the claimed subject matter was based on a combination of reference namely; Petite 
and Karimullah. In detail, Petite teaches all the claimed limitation including being able to 
transmit an electromagnetic signal, a transceiver identifier, a user identification code, an open 
architecture system and being able to dial a telephone number in conjunction with an activated 
button in order to contact a destination station and so forth in (see col. 4 lines 63-63, col. 5 lines 
46-67). The examiner supplemented the teaching of petite with that of Karimullah which teaches 
the possibility of using a low powered signal as means of indicating distress information or 
information transmitted by a user to a central monitoring station. Furthermore, according to 
Karimullah, a service codeword unique and associated with a destination number can be 
transmitted as means of determining a destination station to which information including distress 
information is to be sent. Thus, Karimullah teaches teaches a telephone number identification 
code (service codeword) as part of encoded information along with other information in (see col. 
8 of Karimullah). As acknowledge by the applicant, an activated service request button could 
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correspond to a telephone number such as 91 1. Both references cited are directed to a method of 
being able to transmit distress information or request help from a monitoring station. Thus, the 
explanation as set forth in the rejection of the claimed subject is believed proper and permissible. 

In response to applicant's argument that the examiner's conclusion of obviousness is 
based upon improper hindsight reasoning, it must be recognized that any judgment on 
obviousness is in a sense necessarily a reconstruction based upon hindsight reasoning. But so 
long as it takes into account only knowledge which was within the level of ordinary skill at the 
time the claimed invention was made, and does not include knowledge gleaned only from the 
applicant's disclosure, such a reconstruction is proper. See In re McLaughlin, 443 F.2d 1392, 
170 USPQ 209 (CCPA1971). 

In response to applicant's argument that there is no suggestion to combine the references, 
the examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be established by combining or modifying the 
teachings of the prior art to produce the claimed invention where there is some teaching, 
suggestion, or motivation to do so found either in the references themselves or in the knowledge 
generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 USPQ2d 
1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988)and/n re Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992). In this 
case, both references cited are directed to a method of being able to transmit distress information 
or request help from a monitoring station by using a portable transmitter. 

The applicant argued that the combination including Argyroudis and Karimullah fails to 
teach the claimed subject matter. 
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Th examiner disagrees because it would be obvious in light of Argyroudis that a 
telephone number (destination identifier) would be needed inorder to specifically or uniquely 
contact a destination party over a telephone network in (see fig. 1). According to Argyroudis, 
fault status information can be transmitted to the central monitoring station. Karimullah teaches 
transmitting information including a destination identifier code used in establishing 
communication with a destination station. Thus, the combination is believed proper and 



9.. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 
1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, 
will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this 
final action. 

10. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communication from the examiner 
should be directed to REXFORD BARNIE whose telephone number is (703) 306-2744. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday from 8:30 to 6:OOp:m. If attempts 
to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Curtis Kuntz, can 
be reached on (703) 305-4708. 

Any response to this action should be mailed to: 
Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washington, D.C. 20231 
or faxed to (703) 872-9314 and labeled accordingly (Please label 
"PROPOSED/INFORMAL" or "FORMAL" V 

Hand-delivered responses should be brought to Crystal Park II, 2121 Crystal Drive, Arlington, 
VA., Sixth Floor (Receptionist). 



permissible. 



Conclusion 
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Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding should 
be directed to the group receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 306-0377. 



Rexford Barnie fV 1 X - 

Patent Examiner R '^F^ 

RB 12/22/03 PRIMARY EXAMINER 



